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CONGRATULATIONS TO MELVA

JONES, ROBERT WOOD JOHNSON
FOUNDATION AWARD RECIPIENT

HON. ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, June 9, 2000

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
to rise today to congratulate a remarkable
woman, Melva Jones, who was recently cho-
sen as one of only ten people nationally to re-
ceive the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation’s
Community Health Leader award. The award
is considered the nation’s highest honor for
community health leadership and includes a
$100,000 grant to help further her work.

Ms. Jones is the director of the Mattie B.
Uzzle Outreach Center in Baltimore, which
provides street outreach to help people with
substance abuse problems get treatment,
counseling, food, clothing, and emergency
funds. The center, which is located in a neigh-
borhood with one of the state’s highest sub-
stance abuse rates, also offers housing, job
referrals, free testing for HIV, and community
education programs on drug-related issues.

Ms. Jones, who is a native of my district in
Baltimore, gave up a lucrative nursing admin-
istration career to help found the center in
1994 after watching drug abuse transform a
once-thriving neighborhood into streets of
boarded up houses. The center is a ‘‘neigh-
bor’’ to residents in this community and has
steered more than 2,500 people into drug
treatment programs since its inception. It also
boasts a forty-five percent recovery rate,
which is 10 percent higher than the national
average.

With her hands-on approach, Ms. Jones has
been instrumental to the success of the pro-
gram. A visible force in the neighborhood
every day, she serves as a welcome sight to
a community that is all too familiar with the
horrors of drug addition up close. With a rep-
utation for persistence and tough love, she
makes regular rounds to find people in need
and coax them into treatment.

Mr. Speaker, Melva Jones has dem-
onstrated true leadership by addressing one of
the most difficult problems in our community
and it comes as no surprise that she was se-
lected for this distinguished award. Although
much more needs to be accomplished in the
fight against substance abuse, in Baltimore
and across the United States, it is a comfort
to know that there are people like Ms. Jones
on the street, working every day.
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STAR WARS

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, June 9, 2000

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I submit the
following for the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

STAR WARS II
HERE WE GO AGAIN

(By William D. Hartung and Michelle
Ciarrocca)

If you stopped worrying about the bomb
when the cold war ended, you were probably
surprised to learn that two of the hot-button
issues of the eighties—arms control and mis-

sile defense—will top the agenda at the Clin-
ton/Putin summit on June 4–5. A central
issue in Moscow will be how to reconcile
Russian President Vladimir Putin’s proposal
for deep cuts in US Russian nuclear arsenals
with the Clinton Administration’s fixation
on developing a National Missile Defense
(NMD) system.

Clinton has pledged to make a deployment
decision this fall, after the Pentagon and the
White House analyze the results of the next
‘‘hit to kill’’ test of the missile defense sys-
tem, slated for late June or early July. The
system failed its most recent test, conducted
in January, while an allegedly successful
test conducted last October was made pos-
sible only by the fact that the kill vehicle
was guided to the right spot by a large, easy-
to-find decoy balloon.

The Clinton/Gore proposal is a far cry from
Ronald Reagan’s Star Wars scheme, which
was designed to fend off thousands of Soviet
warheads at a cost estimated by former Wis-
consin Senator William Proximire at up to $1
trillion. In contrast, this missile defense
plan is meant to deal with a few dozen in-
coming warheads launched by a ‘‘rouge
state’’ like North Korea, at a projected cost
of $60 billion. But despite the NMD’s seem-
ingly more modest goals, it is every bit as
dangerous and misguided as the Reagan
scheme, threatening to unravel thirty years
of arms-control agreements and heighten the
danger of nuclear war.

NMD’s surprising political revival is rooted
in the three Cs of contemporary US politics:
conservative ideology, Clintonian cowardice
and corporate influence. These short-term
pressures are in turn reinforced by an ambi-
tious long-range military objective: the mis-
guided quest for a state of absolute military
superiority.

The strongest push for missile defense has
come from Reaganite true believers in con-
servative think tanks, especially the small
but highly effective Center for Security Pol-
icy. On Capitol Hill, the NMD lobby is spear-
headed by new-look conservatives like Sen-
ator Jon Kyl of Arizona, who led last fall’s
successful Republican effort to defeat the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. Fresh from
that victory, the NMD lobby is now seeking
to destroy the Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty
as the next target in its campaign to pro-
mote ‘‘peace through strength rather than
peace through paper,’’ as Kyl put it in a re-
cent speech.

The right-wing crusade for missile defense
has received aid and comfort from Bill Clin-
ton and Al Gore, who have decided that look-
ing ‘‘tough’’ on defense is more important
than protecting the world from weapons of
mass destruction. Support has also come
from the lumbering behemoths of the mili-
tary-industrial complex: Lockheed Martin,
Raytheon and Boeing, which are desperately
seeking a new infusion of taxpayer funds to
help them recover from a string of technical
failures and management fiascoes that have
cut their stock prices and drastically re-
duced their profit margins.

NMD’s military boosters see the system
primarily as a way to enhance the offensive
capabilities of US forces, not as a defensive
measure. In its revealing ‘‘Vision for 2020’’
report, the US Space Command—a unified
military command that coordinates the
space activities and assets of the Army,
Navy and Air Force—sings the praises of
outer space as the ideal platform for pro-
jecting US military dominance ‘‘across the
full spectrum of conflict.’’ Pentagon hard-
liners have a more immediate military goal:
using NMD as a shield to protect US forces
in interventions against states like North
Korea (whose missile development effort, it
is worth noting, has been on hold for almost
two years).

A growing number of moderate-to-conserv-
ative Democrats are also supportive of a lim-
ited NMD system. Whether or not missile de-
fense is an effective response to alleged
threats, it seems to offer a sense of security
to some members of Congress, who lack the
expertise and inclination to question the fe-
vered threat projections of the US military
and intelligence establishments.

While at least some of the motives of NMD
advocates may be understandable, they are
also disastrously misguided: Even Clinton
and Gore’s ‘‘limited’’ system is unnecessary,
unworkable and unaffordable. The mere pur-
suit of an NMD system could pose the most
serious threat to international peace and
stability since the height of the cold war.
Russian President Putin has emphatically
stated that any US move to withdraw from
the ABM treaty will lead Moscow to treat all
existing US/Russian arms agreements as null
and void. And China’s chief arms negotiator,
Sha Zukang, has warned that if Washington
goes ahead with an NMD deployment de-
signed to intercept ‘‘tens of warheads’’—a
figure suspiciously close to the eighteen to
twenty single-warhead ballistic missiles that
represent China’s entire nuclear deterrent
capability—Beijing will not ‘‘sit on its
hands.’’

In short, the official Clinton/Gore Adminis-
tration position on NMD is that we should
jeopardize the best change in a generation to
reduce the world’s nuclear arsenals in order
to preserve the option to deploy a costly,
technically dubious scheme designed to de-
fend against a Third World missile threat
that does not currently exist and may not
ever materialize. To understand how we got
into this mess, we need to take a look at the
genesis, ‘‘death’’ and resurrection of Rea-
gan’s Star Wars dream.

A SMILE AND A SHOESHINE

When Reagan gave his March 1983 Star
Wars speech, in which he pledged to launch a
program designed to render nuclear weapons
‘‘impotent and obsolete,’’ he was acting pri-
marily on the advice of Edward Teller, the
infamous ‘‘father of the H-bomb.’’ In closed-
door meetings organized by the conservative
businessmen in Reagan’s kitchen Cabinet,
Teller sold Reagan on a new nuclear doctrine
of ‘‘assured survival’’ based on the alleged
technical wonders of his latest brainchild,
the X-ray laser. As New York Times science
writer William Broad pointed out in his 1992
book, Teller’s War, the X-ray laser was
largely a figment of Teller’s imagination,
composed of scientific speculation, wishful
thinking and outright deception. But Reagan
was buying into the concept of missile de-
fense, not the details, so he forged ahead un-
aware of these inconvenient facts, his enthu-
siasm reinforced by his desire to counter the
nuclear freeze movement.

But, as Frances FitzGerald shows in her
new book, Way Out There in the Blue (the
title derives from Arthur Miller’s line in
Death of a Salesman in which he describes
Willy Loman as ‘‘a man way out there in the
blue, riding on a smile and a shoeshine’’),
Reagan’s Star Wars proposal was more than
just a political con game; it was also a po-
tent symbol that served radically different
purposes for the different factions within his
Administration. For hard-liners like Caspar
Weinberger, Richard Perle and Frank
Gaffney—a Perle prote

´
ge

´
who went on to

found his own pro-Star Wars think tank, the
Center for Security Policy—Reagan’s missile
defense plan offered a chance to promote
their two main goals: sustaining the Reagan
military buildup and thwarting progress on
US/Soviet arms control. For White House po-
litical strategists, the Star Wars plan was a
way to boost Reagan’s flagging popularity
ratings, which had plummeted in the face of
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